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REMARKS 

The present amendment is submitted in response to the Office Action entered on October 
17, 2006. A two month petition for extension of time is included herein extending the deadline for 
submitting a response to March 19, 2007 (the first business day following March 17, 2007). The 
Examiner rejected claims 1,3,5, and 7 as obvious in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,054,077 issued to 
Suzuki (Suzuki) in combination with U.S. Pubhcation No. 2002/0136419 issued to Santos (Santos). 
Claims 2, 4, 6, and 8 were rejected as obvious in view of Suzuki, Santos and U.S. Patent No. 
6,985,595 issued to Kohyama et al. (Kohyama). Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, and 8 are hereby cancelled 
without prejudice. Claims 3, 5, and 7 are hereby amended. New claims 9-1 1 are added. 
Reconsideration and reexamination in view of the amendments and arguments submitted herein is 
respectfiiUy requested. 

Independent claims 3, 5, and 7 were amended to include the recitations of claims 4, 6, 
and 8 respectively. Furthermore, the claims were amended to recite that the level control section 
"performs control to actually move a respective position" of various operators. 

Suzuki discloses a fader device which includes a plurality of operators and provides that 
the operators may be controlled in group operation mode. In group operation mode, when one 
operator of a group of operators is moved in a direction, all other operators of the group are 
automatically moved in the same direction. However, as the Examiner himself states, Suzuki does 
not disclose "a grouping section that individually sets each of operators ... to a forward or inverse 
operational direction", nor does it disclose "a level control section that, . . . performs control to 
actually move a respective position of each of other said operator in the one group, set to a same 
operational direction as the operated operator, in a same direction and performs control to 
actually move a respective position of each of other said operator in the one group, set to an opposite 
operational direction from the operated operator, in an opposite direction" (see page 2 of Examiner's 
Action). 

The Examiner contends that Santos discloses the above features. Santos discloses a DJ 
mixer system in which several operators are used. However, Santos does not teach the actual or 
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Since applying Santos will „„, change automatic opetator movement features of 
Suzuk,. the combination of Suzuki and Santos does no, disclose: "a level contn,l section that 
perfonns control to actuaUy move a respective position of each of other said opemor in the Jne 
group, set to a same operational direction as the operated operator, in a same direction and 
performs contt^l to actually move a respective position of each of other said operator in the one 
group, set to an opposite operational direction from the operated operator, in an opposite dir^on." 

Kohyama does not cure the defects of Suzuki and Santos. Again, Kohyama does not 
dtsclose a system in which a level control section acn,al.y moves Ure portions of operators. Instead 

Kohyamadiscl„sesustngvaHousvisuali„dica,orsassociatedwithd,eoperatorsofamixer As 
Kohyama does no. disclose a level control section that actually moves the operators, Kohyama does 
not disclose displaying the status of the operators vis-4-vis these movement features Mote 
specfically. Kohyama does not disclose "a grouped state display section fltat displays .especdve 
grouped states of said operators-^uped by said grouping section; and an openttional ditection 
dtsplay section titat displays r^pective operational directions of said operators se, via said grouping 
section" as recited by claim 3. 

Claim 5 is patentable over tite cited references for t^ns similar «> fltose discussed 
above m comtection witi, claim 3. Mote specifically, claim 5 is patentable because Suzuki Santos 
and Kohyama, taken alone or in combination do not disclose "a setiing section tha, individually sets 
each of said plunJity of operators to a forward or inverse operational direction" and "a level contiol 
section that, when said collective control operator is operated in a particular direction, perfotnts 
control ,0 actitally move a respective position of each of said plurality of operators, set to tite 
forward operational direction, in a s^e direction as the particular direction in which said collective 
control operator is operated, perfonns contiol to actually move a respective position of each of said 
Plurahty of operators, set to tite inverse operational direction, in an opposite direction from U» 
particular direction." 

Claim 7 is also patentable over flte cited references for reasons smtilar to flK,s. discussed 
above m connection with claim 3. More specifically, claim 7 is patentable because Suzuki Santos 
and Kohyama. taken alone or m combination do not disclose "a setting section tha, ... individually 
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In the unlikely event thaFffieiransmittal letter is separated from this document and the 
Patent Office determines that an extension and/or other relief is required, Applicants petition for any 
required relief includiiig extensions of time and authorizes the Commissioner to charge the cost of 
such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to Deposit 
Account No. 03-1952 referencing Docket No. 393032039100. 



Dated: March 19, 2007 




Respectfully submitted. 
By 

Hristo Vachovsky 

Registration No.: 55,694 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
555 West Fifth Street, Suite 3500 
Los Angeles, California 90013 
(213) 892-5200 
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